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Dear Paid, you Epotein notes of I?/ 1 4/78, pp. 12-20 HW 4/25/78 

This will be hasty because a college class is coning soon* because ^ l 03 t a day 
from other work I want to catch up on and because I've caught the firet cold in years 
and do not feel good. 

as by now you know the Post has a continuing interest in thu WpstairWvnglstom- 
SIC natter, s«?nt you copies of the Lardner review and yesterday's Xaiser story 
because that would save a day in reaching you. I spoke to and I've already sont 

him this set of your notes. Before I read them* in fact. 

It would be helpful if we could have sono system for mu to know if you send copias 
to Howard* and Lardner. Howard and ^im should have them* period. Lardner should ao 
long as the Poet lias an interest* what vor that interest is or becomes ^nd whether or 
not it coincides with any of our interests. 

I've become quite forgetful of the present while retaining harp recollections of 
the fairly distant paet. So I may not recall any, arrangement we Eay make. However, 
because your notes are so good and because I can t take fcLac for asking tbost And because 
of what x believe is involved in this affair X afii anxious* on the one hand* for these 
three to have copies but also anxious not to have to stay up too late or for ^11 to 
stay up too late to make unnecessary copies. 

ftaybe 1 can rememoer tnat unless you indicate on the copy you 3 *od n* that you b^ve 
sent copies to those three I'll assume you have not. I think it would be easy if you 
could remember to add initial where you place nine * I presume for wh^n you got to mailing. 

A general statement of my present interests: while as of the past now limited by 
my limitations and therefore focused on what vie can use in court* in the coming proceeding 
in the suit for the executive session transcripts. This la* legally* a rather unusual 
actuation about whioh we cannot be certain of any interpretation. I hav* therefore sug- 
gested to that we assume the appals court wants a thorough and complete record made 
and that wo should under*a-«e that* regardless of the coat. It may mean I'll have to put 
out what for me in large sum to take depositions. (l n this connection Spetoin's address 
and phone may save Jim much time.) 

Por tie suit ono of the more important aspects la what the CIA t\nd FBI gave Spa tain* 
under and out aide of FOIA. decall the second Brlggsw affidavit* which was sent you? 1 
think there la no question but that he swore falsely* little chinos it is not* regardless 
of how any judge may nils* actual perjury. It is the most material factor in the case 
now* underscored* I believe* by what the auieala court haa done. 

While there is sore I would like to do and while I retain an interest for when I 
can return to writing on &>* for the moment concentration on the litigation. I suggest 
you not underestimate what the potential can be. 

Sources* your 34* WSJ review-may 1 please have? 

35* on the leaking and cot Angiaton doing iti Kaybo but I have reason to believe 
otherwise. There waa a defector who used the name "Mr. id artin M wgo took the initiative 
in getting in touch with me and on Hononko only. Vary anti - rerancidally, irrationally. 

olitically this guy ia an Anglo ton. I wonder if "Hr. *artin" comes from "Stone's" middle 
initial* K. Xou night want to review in your own mind what th ** political situations 
with respect to political assassinations wan at the time of the first leaks. I think 
it ia an important ccxiaide ration in any analysis. And if you made any not&s on what 
Schorr said about Angleton that you found interesting I'd appreciate the reference a 
for when the book ia remaindered or in paperback. I cen^t afford to buy it now And <to 
not have time to read it now. Ditto for when you see 36* the coming Dulles book. Also 
Colby 4 e* 37* (I found Gardner' a quota excellent Journalistic judsem<*nt and imports nt 
in an otherwise excellent and perceptive and balanced review.) 

38.&ugh KcDonald will be a continuing interest. If you can find another copy of 
this trashy novel I'd like to have it as a means of continuing the rather large job I've 
done on him (including pre-pub and for two prospective publishers) and his disinformation. 
When I net him he wan offering an added package of throe novels* in addition to Appointment . 

19 is the Psychology Today pi cs. *ou adL^t want to add to those justified 
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critlciuma that for every interpretation Epstein attributes to Lewinson thore is at 
least another at least as apparent and in nvoat instances more reasonable* Jhua the 
rewriting of his rioter when .-*H0 was returning is eom^t-ent with r?j I 9 S 5 writing, 
su&^esting it was to be an intelligence report* (‘Poinds me, on Jaggers-Chiles-Stoball , 
if your notes go to non-sfebject experts like lerdner it would be go«nI oot to abbreviate 



into JC5* Which could also bo t&kos for Joint Chief a of Staff and other orgs* And if 
lit) was in any intelligence role at JCS for the KGZ, which, is close to impossible, 

S potato. complicates it too much with hia conjectures* This also places Oswald in a role 
otht.r than he had a JCS. The Tiupiont thing i 2 that us a trains- in l*h& offset photos* 
part he could have placed def ctivo film in3ide his shirt* Of it he ppLnted, cade a 
second Jr .rlnt* The central noint C pc tain daces} la fcnv e man with Oswald* s punt got a 
Job doing classified work at all* 

I spotted the 3 ane contradiction in beginning dates for the Spiitain-HD p:x*j3Ct sold 
decided to take the "in 1976* a a a starting point to s©fj how that works out with his 
having had access to Ucaenko in 3/76* October is c-cre likoly in zm*- wtyQ* For exawp ly, 
the original planned pub date was October 1977, or two years ahead, reuoonabls* You 
might want to consider *;hy the hook woo delayed, Billing the important Jioafl trade, and 
was made smaller, witness the lover than advertised price* I think it aeons the book was 
wore xnan cut, may have been done over, licro nota wk&t Epstein says about when he 
completed it in the J&SaIJ show* 



From my point of yiev. you are right in noting the importance of the fact that the 
CIA got him into the graphology non reuse, with a Cl A person ee graphologist. I think this 
can be of value to in the suit and depositions* 

Your warders nt the top of 13 about what Epstein left out and his concern for 
bis reputation nay be explained by what was taken out of the book or by other things, 
not tfr* lf:ast that ho is n blabbermouth who nice blabs hie way into rioo-responsea* BUt 
I diegaree on his having made any effort to distance hirself from James the Jesus* I 
think the oppofltei that Bpstein is openly aliened with the A and his faction of wreckers* 
^v2n du^%i6^i?« A dl8a?sl wrecked, is alive and healthier, and that only the A-types 



At the bottom of this page you refer to CIA 376-154* Temporarily I have scads of 
cartons in front of that file in the basement* Could you please sand m a copy? If I 
think it may interest Gardner or ji aiser 1*11 sand a copy to one of them* And in this 
connection, aa I think I nay have asked you, can you lot me have what a could not find a 
little while ago, that d*. actor * 3 "report" early after the assassination, what was 
in thb records in* CIa tea nook* Cctiaisaioii? Ti*at exactly* coir.cid**e 4 ith the i cj^d 
of "thinking" I*d expect from ay "Hr* ^artin*" If this hunch pans out it would be good 
to have some available info about the " 2 tone." But in any event, it was sick stuff* 

lour KS42T notes* I take it the numbo •* 9r°> from 9 counter with C60 cassettes, 
this begdLnr.ix^: with 1 three times* 

As you note later at 14,098, Epstein is a rather large liar about keeping HD out/ 

3o why would bo lie so blatantly? 

I have, a hunch that the errnngea^ts for the book shifted after the project began* 
^arly on I heard that ~arron was project director* Thia may hf^ve been bed information 
but suppose it was not? Consider this in with the suggestions of major change in. the 
book? Consider that in connection with Epstein^e obvious shift of alliance froa the 
CIA (i*e*, new IZIa) to Angleten* 

It is exceptional that with all his ins ^arron was out cm the final book* I do 
not doubt zh at he had sorae earlier corrections vltb.it* 

At 195 you f comiGent "Typical Epstein - start wife ^Stttptiona*" Subject to the frailties 
of memory X can t tiilnk of any one of the many Epstein assumptions in any of hia writing 
that was not a wronj assumption* Id re the second autopsy Job in Inquest* There is not 
one in Legend that la not less ruawjnable than others that art? apparent* ^endmanti 
Typical Epstein J Start with wrong assumptions* (Thin in case you were not Jesting*) 

258i It is not possible to make the stuuy of Oswald that i have made and believe there 
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ever m*c 3 a tire he would have permitted himself to be und^r '’RGB control. r 1 believe 
this is a central fact in a^y analynis. Th. re was now a tiu-s when JHWoli wan pro- 
USSR* I be -lev? tbore never was a t±£6 ha was not anti* Like in Liebcler’s ra, blinds 
whun deposing Dalgado, quoted at length in Oswald in ^o* 0rlc.uu3* x augg&at that it' you 
intend to carry this analysis forward you reread that chapter, with care and alart to 
ellipsis* 

In thin con.cction, aside froa the silly Ipstein conjecture I find no possibility 
of either Leo or -arina having a^y oaafgli ;eas tc tlx IL3 in tha UL* 

p.V3 f 235ff* The CIA memo on Oswald night have eome court uses* T, i? pp.s?are r^ednde me 
of The assumption there wa3 no KGB debriefing of LHQ • This assumption is made in ^3 
not UGBR terms* I'd be quite surprised if the KGB did not .‘jet anough, verbally, fron> 
Intouriet, which I would assume is keyed into the KGB with everyone* 

Tits initial false assumptions about the USSR’s rocketry capabilities is thet it 
oivjL not have a rocket that could bo fired as high as the U— 2 with any accuracy* 

I see no rt^-on to credit Spstein 1 a assumptions that they had no radar capable of uee 
with the rockets they did have, SaXs* It was not long thereafter that thee* SAMs were 
doing rather well in Cuba* 

Translation KpsteijrBdJig(An^letonianj horseshit* And this soft stuff ia his very 

fouada tion. 

Was Scott for real hare? Did ha rualiy boJLiove hie question or was he putting 

BJE on to lead him into southing? 

322 I know of no basis for the allegation that LHQ shot at Walker* Ihe bullet was of 
tba wrong caliber, too, and xha scientific teat® did aoz show any sixailarity* but who 
do fcou know Who began to shy away from LHQ thsn, as KJ3 e y as says? Only the invisibles* 

423 Was liiO’s mention of bin part in the Indonesian adventure in a lot ter to liiu brother 
in the WC records? Th* fact was, b the letter? Or was it an intercept? If uc, wc 
both heve unmet FQIRs on this, an does l Virk A* Ditto on FOXA at 466* 

p* 10, before 070, incomplete ref to i'ClA* ^This reminds me, I'd like to hear the 
satire tape and since it was airea to have it available for Jim’s use* ~ame for any 
other tape, like Williams' and Lois’* 

097 is ’•'her© EJS says "I wrote my book in *76." If so extraordinary that it did not nome 
out until 1978, did not meet the better October 1977 market - was not in fact out before 
October 1977, TLs Dorsal hardback a. -read ia about sin months. With a topical work this 
is shortened* Sonsthirr here, as auggeuted earlier* Can it include addressing it to 
defense of tho Na&l't onion ruin of the 2IA, which follows, and ho *ayn in tin** 
after he wrote his book* 

?• 18, end aids 2, CIA shrink "Robert ^ayier" possible FOIA sue as secret leaded tc BJ3* 
Or obtained und^r FOIA, which wouln also ask* it useful to JL* 

065 appear- to ruder to the record that a ys LHQ was not CIA debriefed* Ap rociate copy* 
Can't g&t to nine* 

115 Anything on intercepted lettera r usef ul in court* 

207 Nay be Franci *ary Powers was "convinced* 1 of an LHQ role but he did not tell nis 
ghost , Gentry, that \*»OaUBo **en;ry wan quit uncertain wiicn U- phoned nc about it* I 
think Gentry used to to hyoe the book, not because it wau r-til# 

261 of inters at to JL for in court, tho spoon-feeding of the 3armn book* Throughout* 
Note cep* that uUL says ha could spend 6 aontho with the Cl staff* 

368 til* r»f to "Ixxmu to* FOLa requests" stops apod* Is -here more on the tape? 

?• 20, 400 “*nte t*sting if Anglston is roapoas^ ‘for the Senate Intelligence interna t now* 
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